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Dr. RuTHERFORTH 1% Ge 


mine is intituled, Deter minatio Quæ- 
. ftionis T. beologicee poſt Gradum Docto- 
ratis Habita Cantabrigiæ in Sobolis publicis. 


The Author Dr. Rut herforth, Fellow of St. 


John's College, Cambridge, and of the Royal 


Society. As I did not with Dr. Stebbing, ſo 
neither do I preſume myſelf qualified ar con- 


teſt with this celebrated Diſputant, except 


1 E Diſcourſe I pe nll to exa- 


in Virtue of my Cauſe, which I truſt will 


be found fully ſufficient to topply the 108 
fects of its Advocate. 5 
The learned Doctor begins his Piece with * 


be >uee that the Jewiſb Prophets fre- 
Wo TY A 2 * <« quently 
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_<<quently inſtructed the People, not only by 
= Words, but Actions; bk 

* more ſtrongly excited their Attention, and 

e made a deeper and more laſting Impreſſion 

4 on their Memories than mere Words would 
Have done. Now I will preſume, on the 

| Katned\DbRor's leave, to,aſk him the fol- 
lowing Queſtion : Whether it be his Opi- 


ich means they 


nion, that this way of communicating Know- 


| ledge would have been attended with the 
ſame Effects in later Ages? I believe he will 
not ſay that it would. For had this been the 
Caſe, our Saviour would not have made ſuch 
conſtant Uſe, as he did, of Parables in all his 
edifying Converſations with the Fews, but 
have exhibited his Meaning by apt Actions. 
But this Difference muſt be owing to ſome 
Circumſtances peculiar. to the times in which 


the” Prophets lived, who thus engaged the 
Attention of thoſe to whom they were ſent, 


and made them more apt to remember the 


Meſſizes Which they delivered to them. 


What thoſe” Circumſtances were, I believe 
the ingenious Dr. Rut herforth knew as little 


of as the Generality of his Readers, till Mr. 


en eee 
give in his own Words. Laxnevace 


« (faith he) was at firſt extremely rude, nar- 


row, and equivocal, fo that Men would 
E «© perpetually be at a Loſs on any new Con- 


3 a See Det. pag. 1. | , # . | * 3 
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& ception, of anten 69 to ex- 


« plain themſelves intelligibly to one ano-— 
« ther. This would naturally ſet them on 


«© ſupplying the Deficiencies of Speech by 


te apt and Dovifieant Signs, Accordingly in 
« the firſt Ages' of the World, Commerce 


was upheld by a mixed Diſcourſe of Words 
<= and Actions. And Uſe, as in moſt other 
Circumſtances of Life, improving what 
tgroſe out of Neceſſity into Ornament, this 


“Practice ſubſiſted long after the Neceflity 
« had ceaſed, eſpecially among the Eaſtern 
« People, whole natural Temperature in- 


«ined them to a Mode of Converſation, 
«-which ſo well exerciſed their Vivacity by 
18 Motion, and ſo much gratified it by a per- 


« petual Repreſentation of material Images b. 


e Of this we have innumerable Inſtances in 
et holy Scripture.“ Several of which Mr. War- 
burton proceeds to enumerate; and ſome alſo 
from prophane Hiſtory. And, I think, it 
had been more for the Doctor 8 Credit to 


have acquieſced in this Account, than to 
have ſtrained for others of his own invent- 
ing with ſo little Succeſs, as plainly appears 
from what has been already faid. 


We meet with nothing more of Argu- 


ment againſt his Adverſary, till we come to 


the third Page, where he thus expreſſes him- 
ſelf. * Becauſe Mr. V. ar burton thinks this 


Divine Ne vol. i. pag. 81. 


a mighty 
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10 E. mighty Argument, that not only the 


te Prophets, but alſo God made Utſe of this 


e Method of Inſtruction ; let us therefore 


t conſider more attentively the Nature and 
76 F orce of ſcenical Actions; which ſtand in 


1 There are but few Saber of gar Bodies, 


„ which are more apt to expreſs our 
* Thoughts, than Sound and Speech. They 
* have no natural Power of ſignifying, but 
« if they have (any of them) any Meaning, 
« jt; muſt be derived from the arbitrary Ap- 
*« pointment of Men; and it is not to Ac- 
« tions, but to Words and articulate: Sounds, 
«that Uſe and Cuſtom has annexed Ideas.” 


The learned Doctor appears here to confound 


two things, Geſture and Action, and affirms 


the ſame of both, equally falſe, but not falſe 


in an equal Degree. What! have the Ge- 
ſtures of the Body no natural Power of ſig- 
nifying? That Barbarian knew better who 


demanded the Pantomime of Auguſtus to be 
his Interpreter to the neighbouring Nations 


of differing. Speech and Language, And ſo 


too did Reſcius, who durſt undertake to 


expreſs the ſame thing more ways by Ge- 


ſture, than Cicero could by Words. He is 
not much leſs miſtaken in the matter of Ac- 
tion, as appears. by the following Inſtance of 


the laſt Roman King, who when his Son ſent 
a Slave to him to enquire what he ſhould 


do with reſpect to a certain People, over 


whom 
2 


28 8 
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whom he had gained ſupreme Authority, 


gave him no other Anſwer, but only took 
the Meſſenger into his Garden, and there cut 


off the Heads of all the talleſt Poppies. 
Speech has not only from the earlieſt. 


_ been the conſtant way of Men's ex- 
preſſing their Thoughts, but without all 


ueſtion is the fulleſt and moſt commodious 


for that Purpoſe, as the learned Doctor has 


with much Eloquence diſplayed in the next 
Paragraph<.' But does he think it follows 


from hence, againſt all Reaſon, and all Re- 


cords, both ſacred and prophane, that Men's 
Diſcourſes did not often conſiſt partly of 


Words, and partly of Actions! in the rude Ages 


of the World? 

te Adam (he obſerves). gave Names to 
« Beaſts, and told God that he heard his 
« Voice in the Garden, and being naked, was 
ce afraid, and hid himſelf from him: But 
what then? Does it follow from thence, 
that then, or even for ſome time after the 


| Confuſion of Tongues at Babel, Men were 


as capable of expreſſing their Minds on all 


Occaſions by Words, as they are now all 


over the civilized Globe? It is as certain, as 
any thing of that Nature can be, or needs be, 


that for a long time after thoſe Periods, Lan- 


guage had not ſufficient Stores for this Pur- 
FR” | 


| e pag. 4+ 4 Pag. 4. 
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He tells us, © that, after Abraham's time, 
* ſcenical Aion could not be underſtood 


< without being explained by Words; and 


endeavours to prove this Affertion. Dr. Stel. 


bing had faid the ſame thing before; and 
_ been told that it was nothing to the Pur- 
For that the Author of the Divine 


2 ſhews, that what paſſed between 
God and Abrabam, previous to the Com- 


mand to offer his Son, explained to him the 
Nature and End of the Tranſaction, and 


made him very capable of underſtanding 


every Particular of it, without che Interven- 


tion of a. ſingle Word. 
But the Doctor thinks ben was no ſuch 


previous Introduction to the Command; be- 


cauſe Moſes is altogether ſilent in it ?: But 
ought he not to have taken ſome Notice of 


the Reaſon Mr. Warburton has aſſigned for 
_ this Silence? However as he has not thought 


fit to do this, ſo neither need IJ. But 


only crave Leave to aſk him, whether: it be 
his Opinion that the Doctrine of Man's Re- 


demption by the Sacrifice of Curiſ was any 
where clearly revealed in all Moſes's Writ. 
ings? I ſuppoſe fo learned a Divine will fay 
that it was not; it being yet only a Licks 
ſhining in Darkneſs, and not 5 bac 
by it. There was then ſome good Reaſon 


Why it ſhould not be openly expoſed to the 


'Fewiſh People in general. chad if _ the 


Page 5. f Page 11. 80 
| Con- 
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cee will be, that Meſes could not 


record that Introduction Which would have 
made the Tranſaction as full and clear a Diſ- 


covery of Man's Redemption, and the man- 


ner of it to them, as it was then to Abrabam 
himſelf, or to Ke Chriſtian World after- 
wards. But tho Mr. Varburton's Reaſoning 
ſhould fail, 1 hope St. Paul's Authority will 
hold, who ſays ; ſeeing then we have ſuch 


Wope, we uſe great Plainneſs of Speech, and 
not as Moſes, who put à Veil over bis Face, 


&cs:* Which, I think, implies that Mo oſes 

purpoſely hid ſome things relating to that 

Hope, which Chriſtianity reveals. 
Whoever attentively reads his Bible, and 


obſerves the Connexion between the Old and 
New Teſtament, muſt conclude theſe two 


things, 1. That it was neceſſary that Moſes 
ſhould record the Doctrine of Man's Re- 


demption, 2. Equally neceſſary that that Re- 


cord ſhould be involved in Types and Sha- 


dovys. The Reaſon of this Conduct Mr. War- 


burton has explained at large b. And yet the 
Scope and Reſult of the Boctor s Argument 


js neither more nor leſs than to invalidate 
this Neceſſity by aſſerting, rather than at- 
tempting to prove, that what Moſes does not 


mention, he never thought of, Which, to 
lay the leaſt of it, is a way of concluding, 


© 2 Cor: iii; I'* 
b See Divine Legation, vol ii. pus 608. 


that 


e, ; 


+ 
that will carry him much farther than 1 dare 
fay he will care to go. But ſo he can find 


Arms againſt his Adverſary, he ſeems not to 
| heed wha they hit beſides. Otherwiſe he 


might have ſeen, that if his Argumeut, or 
Afﬀertion, call it what you will, affects Mr. 
Warburton's Interpretation of the Caſe of A- 


brabam, it falls full as heavy, and with bet- 
ter Execution, on all theſe Types and Adum- 
brations of the great Events of the Chriſtian 
Rh, Which all ſenfible Chriſtians 


perſuaded to be in Meſes's Writings, and 


whith many Fathers, and Prieſts, and Pro- 


phets of the Fewiſb Nation, certainly well 


_ . underſtood, tho' Moſes has no where plainly 
revealed the Antitypes which were prefigured 


by them. I did not indeed think ſo able and 
ſober a Diſputant was capable of ſo weak and 


e an Argument, 


But it is of ſmall Importance what Dr. 
Rutherforth, or any other Man, imagines 


Moſes ſhould have told us, if the Nature of 


the Command was ſuch as is explained in the 


| Divine Legation, When the Author of that 
Book has proved, both from the New and 
. Old Teſtament, that ſuch was its Nature, 


Let me add, that Dr, Rutherforth himſelf 
confeſſes that the Tranſaction did refer to 
and prefigure the Death and Reſurrection of 
brit i. Does he think then God would not 
deſtroy two abominable Cities, without firſt 


In fine, 
acquaint- 
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acquainting AST with the Cauſe, and 


yet would command him to facrifice an in- 


nocent Son without acquainting him with 
the End? Is not this a ſtrong prejudice in 
Favour of Mr. Warburton's Interpretation; 
unleſs it can be ſhewn that there was ſome 
good Reaſon for God's concealing the End 
rom Abraham, or at leaſt; ſome orthodox 


Tradition that in Fact he did fo ? 


But Mr. Varburton's Interpretation of the 


Command cannot poſhbly ſtand with Moſes's 


Account of it, who makes it to have been 
given with Det n to try Abraham's Faith, 
2 „Fer how could God (ſo the Doctor ex- 
preſſes himſelf) know whether Abraham 
« « would refer his Duty to God, before his 
patern if Affection for his Son, if the whole 


40 4 K was diſcloſed to him before he un- 
« dertook to tranſact it? Or what Poſſibili- 


by was there of trying his Faith, if, be- 
re he ſet himſelf to per form the ſcenical 


2 Action, he underſtood that his Son was to 
e be releaſed from Death*?” But tho' God 
did (as Mr. Warburton maintains) reveal the 
| Caule of the Command to Abraham, he did 


at the ſame time believe that God was in 


earneſt when he gave it. And in Conſequence 
of a well- grounded Faith, which only is ra- 


4 


tional and commendable. he ee 
addreſſed himſelf to the Execution of a Ta 
lo harſh to Nature, without * leaſt Reluc- 


* Page 11. 
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| tance, or Heſitation. For he believed that 
the ſame God, who had thus enjoined him to 


deprive his Son of Life, could reſtore it to 
him again. Which exactly agrees with what 
the Author of the Epiſtle to the Hebreus tells 
us of this Matter. By Faith Alrabam, when 


he was tried, offered up Iſaac, — accounting 


that God was able to raiſe bim from the 


Dead . Now if the Author of this Epiſtle 


thought that Abraham's Confidence that God 
would raiſe his Son from the Dead was no 


Diminution'of his Act of Faith, why ſhould 


Dr. Rutherforth? But becauſe Faith and 
Reaſon have their different Provinces, there 
are ſome who ſet no Value but upon a Faith 


which exceeds all Reaſon ; as there are others 
who deſpiſe all Reaſon which does not ex- 
clude Faith. 1 5 

« Well, but the Command was a Te empta- 


&« fon; and no Temptation, St. Paul tells us, 


« is for the preſent joyous, but grievous : But 
« you (vis. Mr. Warburton, for with him 
10 « nl the Doctor had told us he engages) 
ec you you bring in Abrabam exulting for 

oy that he ſhould ſee the Day of Chrif 


=—_ it; ſacrificing his Son; and conſequently 
« the Command could be no Temptation to 
« Abraham n. Here the Doctor ſtrangely 


miſreprefents his Adverſary- s Doctrine, who 


makes the Joy ſpoken of to be the i imme- 


| Chap. xi. ag Was; q 
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diate Ce of God's promiſing him 


to give him the deſired Sight, and not to be 
raiſed by God's commanding him to facrifice 


his Son in order to that End. But I do not 


need to inſiſt upon this, I never before heard 
that every Trial of a Man (for a Tempta- 


tion is but another Word for a Trial) carries 


with it Grief and Trouble. And I am fur- 
priſed that the learned Doctor ſhould aſcribe 
ſo abſurd an Opinion to an inſpired Author. 
St. Paul, in the Paſſage quoted by him, 
ſpeaks only of Afflictions, which he calls by 


the general Name of T rials. But if they are 


in their own Nature orievous, it does not 
follow, that all other Temptations are ſo. 
But how happens it, after all, that Afflictions 
and Joy are fo inconſiſtent that they can 
never meet in the ſame Subject? It muſt be 
when they ariſe from the ſame Cauſe, World- 


ly Joy indeed excludes worldly Grief. Reli- 


gious Joy excludes religious Grief, But 
ſure religious Joy is very conſiſtent with 
worldly Grief ;*or how came it to paſs that 


St. Paul fo Wan exulted in his Chains ? I 


ſuppoſe theſe to be always grievous to the na- 


tural Man. Why then will you allow leſs 
to the Patriarch than the Apoſtle ? And be- 
cauſe it was grievous to bun | to offer up his 


a Heb. xii. 11. 
© Acts xvi. 25. St. James bids us count it © Joy when we fall a 


into diverſe Temptations... James i. 2. Our Saviour, to rejoice 


and be exceeding glad, when we are grievouſly perſecuted lor 
bis n Sake, * 


Son, 


8 E. 8 
son, that it was not joyous to him to ſe 

in that commanded Action the Redemption 
of Mankind? The common plain Princi- 
ples of practical Divinity ſhew all that is here 
laid to be inconteſtible: Yet ſhall all this and 
as much more be given up rather than you 


will admit an Interpretation not to be found 
in the common Syſtems of uli Di- 
vinity. 

For my Part I cannot perceive that the 
Doctor does, throughout his whole Per- 
formance, even ſo much as ſeem to prove 


any thing: But I aſcribe this to the badneſs 


of his Cauſe, not of his Abilities, which 
without doubt are capable of great Matters, 
| Here he only lies behind the huge Telamo- 
man. Shield of Dr. Stebbing, de 4 he fol- 
lows Step by Step, and hackneys over his 


Arguments with recovered Vigour ; for the 


one's falſe Paces only make the other 


move. the faſter. Thus we are told. again, 
that that Paſſage of Scripture Which Mr. 


Warburton. makes the Introduction to his 


Proof, is the neceſſary and only Foundation 
of it e; and what is worſe, that it is laid in 
Sand. He ſays that Mr. Warburton “ does 
t not prove, but take it for granted that the 
* Word Day, when our Saviour ſays to the 

6s Jews, Abraham Trees 10 * my Day, 


v See pag. 15. Quanquam certo ſcio te virum inprimis ſapien- 
tem, cum Tarelligas totum hoc zrgumentuns vs Chriſſi per- 
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oy he ſaw it and was glad, ſigniſies the 


« Office and Employment of Chriſt; which 


_ « they (fays he) will deny, who have learnt 


« from St. Peter, that the Prophets, after hav- 


e ing foreſeen the Office of the Redeemer, and 


« the Glory which was to follow his Suf- 
« ferings and Death, _ nevertheleſs earneſtly 
« defired to know when theſe thing ſhould 
« he; i. e. (faith the Doctor) to ſee the Day 
of Chrift«”. This is Dr. Stebbing's Argu- 
ment. To which Mr. Warburton anſwered” 


that the Queſtion was not what the Word Day 


might be employed to ſignify elſewhere, but 
what it fignified in the Text in St. John. 
And this Signification he fixes (in Divine Le- 


| gation ) by conſidering the Occaſion on which 


our Saviour uttered the Word. Which was 
his having faid, F any Man keep my Com- 
mandments, be ſhall never ſee Death: Inti- 
timating thereby the Virtue of his Office of 


Redeemer. And therefore tho' the Word 


Day, conſidered alone, may either ignify 


the Office of Redeemer, or the Period of 
our Saviour's Exiſtence ; or any how refer, 
in general, to the Time of his coming to 


bleſs Mankind; yet it is plain it is here to 
be underſtood in the firſt of theſe Senſes. Je- 
ſus telling the Fews (no more than was to 
be found in their Scriptures) that their Father 
Abraham was pleaſed with a Sight of that. 


1. r See Remarks, p. 2. p. 15, 16, 17. 
; «740 Co 
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 _ that Dr. Rur ber forth, with all his Ingenuity, 
and Art, was able to make even a plauſible 
Anſwer. N 


Mord Day fignifies our Saviour“ Office, it 


_Qtor does not deny but that this Conſe- 
quence does hold with. reſpe& to True- Be- 


Burton ſo confidentiy applies his Interpretation 
of the Caſe diſputed on", But {ſurely this 


116) 


Redemption, and reſcuing of Men from ſt 


Death to Life, he was now come to perform. k 
The more we conſider this Matter, the more fi 
ſenfible ſhall we be of the Pertinence of our 0 
Saviour's Argument thus interpreted. And 8 
that to every plain Man will be inſtead of a . 
thouſand ſlender School-Demonſtrations. The 2 
Doctor, it may be preſumed, was very con- bg 
fcious 0 this, and therefore diſſembled his 4 
4 


Knowledge that Mr. Warburton argued at 
all on this Head. Which I believe the Rea- 
der will not look upon as any great Proof 


If (argues Mr. WW, arburton). the figurative 


muſt denote the peculiar Circumſtance thereof; 
and conſequently muſt denote his laying down. 
his Life for the Sins of Men*. The Do- 


8 * 


„ erer ww 


lievers. But the Socini ant, he faith, are not 
obliged to admit it; againſt whom Mr. War- 


— 
6 ? 
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Conſequence is equally good and unexception- 
able with regard to this Sect of Chriſtians, as 
to any other, if the Death of Chriſt for our 


Sins be with them as * the Character 
e p. 590 % % * 4 0 14. i 
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om ſtic Circumſtance #7 the Salvation of Man- 
rm, kind. And that it is, cannot be gainſayed; 
ore ſince (in the Words of Biſhop Stilling fleet, 


our who quotes Crellius for abut he ſays). the 

nd KB Sccinians * attribute our Salvation to the 
fa « Death of Chriſt, as a Condition interven- 

he c ing, upon the Performance of which the 

N- « Covenant was confirmed, and himſelftaken 

his « into Glory, that he might free Men from 

at « the Puniſhment of their Sins*,”* 

„ Never any thing was more unjuſt Wan the 


Dof James © Doctor's telling his Nader that Mr. 
Warburton has only, Oracle like, aſſerted, 
and not ſo much as offered at any Proof, 
that the Word Eides, in this Text, ſignifies 
ſeeing literally 7. Surely he either wilfully 
ſhut his Eyes to, or kept them off from Mr. 
FWarburton's Book, Did he never read, or 
has he forgot, among others, that Argument 
drawn from the Jeus Anſwer to our Savi- 
our, from whence it appears, that they un- 
derſtood him of perſonal beholding * ? This 
Argument Mr. Warburton particularly inſiſts 
upon, and largely defends in his Anſwer to 
_ Stebbing 
But tho Ane ! Dr. Rutherforth thus 
blameably raten over Mr. , arburten's Proof, 


_ * Stillingfleet concerning the true Reaſon of the Suffering of . 
_ Chriſt. * oy . 7 TM. Fl. = 
Divine Legation, p. 593. at Bottom of the Page. 
17 70 Remarks, P. . N 23.27: 
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mat the Word £3: means — 
in out Saviour's Uſe of it in this Paſſage, he 
will yet diſprove his other Aſſertion d, that 

Eid always fignifies a full Intuition by theſe 


Words of the Author of the Epiſtle to the 


Hebrews ; ; axe Toppulty avras. ij. As if 


any Word might not be ſo qualified by others 
joined to it, as to” Hers en of its natural 


Signißcation g 


If he had told v us not that Mr. eren 
Had not proved, but that he did not need to 


Prove that Edo, in this Place, means to ſee 
ſenſibly, he had then indeed ſaid what is very 
true. For Mr. Warburton has made it ap- 
pear, by the Detail which he gives us of A. 
bin s Hiſtory e, that the Redemption of 

Mankind by the Death of Cbriſt, was no 

where in any manner revealed to Abraban, 


but in the Command to ſacrifice his Son. And 
therefore he needed not (directly) to have in- 
fiſte& on any more from this Text than that 


our Saviour affirms, that Abra bum was ſome 
way or other informed of his Sacrifice 7 


Sins of Men. 713 3 75 
The Do@or ſums up thi ans Rs 4 


he had hitherts adviriced in one terrible Di- 
emma * "With this he 6 817 _ and fore. 


Go 8 50 SS <p n | Les 2 * : 
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But having already. Pim. his * we 
| have nothing to fear from his ill Humour, 
But if he has failed of overturning: Mr. 
Warburton's Interpretation; he will deſtroy 
one of the excellent Uſes he raiſes upon it. 
I take little Delight in expoſing a learned 
Man. And pr vs Mall not dwell on his 
ſtrange Miſtake in making the whole of Mr. 
Warburton's Anſwer to hy Infidel's Objection 
to conſiſt in this Aſſertion, That Ks offer- 
« ing of 1/aac was not a Sacrifice command- 
« ed, but a ſcenical Repreſentation of a Sacri- 
5 fice *. . Mr. Warburton, with a Judgment 
and Accuracy worthy of him, divides the Un- 
believer's Ohjection into three Parts. To the 
ſecond of which alone, that conſiders the: Ac- 
tion as a Sacrifice commanded, it is that he 
oppoſes this great Truth, That he has 
e ſhewn it to be no ſuch thing, but only the 
mentioned Repreſentation of the Sacrifice 
« of Feſus , from whence it follows that it 
e has no moral Import; but (ſays he} the 
1e Formality of that Action which has no mo- 
J 
it 
1 


« ral Import, is ſeen no ways to affect the 

| < moral Character of the Agent f. This As- 
ſertion the Doctor (whether with greater Fait- 
neſs, or Attention to Mr. Warburton's Words, 
and the Scope of his Diſcourſe, let the Rea- 
der determine) makes the ſame as ſaying, that 


© See pag. 15.—18. 
Li * Legation, p. 617. 


3 4 tho 


« jf it be done to repreſent ſomewhat elſe, it 
ce loſes its Nature, and becomes an indiffe- 
Arent ones. But to ſet bim right in this 


Particular, let him conſider the following II- 


luſtration. A Set of Actors repreſent the Con- 
ſpiracy of Julius Ceſar in the Senate- houſe. 
Now I ſay that repreſentative Action has no 
moral Import. The Favourers of Cæſar's 
Cauſe could never call them Enemies of their 
Country, nor could the Favourers of Li- 
berty call them Patriots. But if in this 
feigned repreſentation, inſtead of acting a 

fictitious Murder, they committed a real one 
on the Perſon repreſenting Ceſar, who ever 


denied but that this Action had a moral Im- 


port? But then conſider the Repreſentation 


here ceaſed, and the Perſons who committed 
it acted in their real, not fictitious Character, 
being actuated by Malice, Vengeance, & 
and waited only the Opportunity of that Re- 
preſentation to perpetrate their Deſign. In- 


deed the Parallel here varies. The real Death 


of Jſagc is ſuppoſed to make Part of the real 
| Repfeſentation. And this perhaps was the 
thing (if the Doctor did indeed ever conſi- 
der the matter fo deeply) which miſled him. 
But he ſhould have conſidered that the Au- 
_ thor of the Divine 9 pot 6 this 


FF . 


het ag Action de eyes ib vs tes itſelf, yet 8 


Obſervation of a enn Repreſentation's 


having u moral Import to free the Command 
from the Infidel Objection of its being a 
commanded Sacrifice (ſuch a thing being ſop- 


poſed greatly to diſcredit Revelation as giv- 


ing too much Encouragement to the Pagan 


Practice of human Sacrifices) not as its being 
a commanded Death fimply, For to juſtify 


that, the Author of the Divine Legation 


would confide only in the common Argu- 
ment brought by Divines of God's ſovereign 
Right over his Creatures, regulated on his in- 


| finite Juſtice and Power, &c, Which a com- 


mon Share of Candor would, have enabled 


the learned Doctor to underſtand from the 


following Words of the Divine Legation. 
«© Where was the Temptation to violate any 
« Principle of Morality in all this? The 

« Law of Nature commands. him. to cheriſh | 


and protect his Offspring. Was that tranſ- 

| greſſed in giving a Stroke, whoſe hurt was 
| < inſtantaneouſly to be repaired ? Surely no 
e more than if the Stroke had been in a Vi- 
e ſion. The Law of Nature forbids all In- 


jury to his Fellow- creature. And was he 
te injured, who, by being thus highly ho- 


< noured in wap as the Repreſentative of 


«© the Son of God, was to ſhare with Ahra- 


it Ham te Rewards of his Obedience h?“ He 
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; Pag. 590. 


bad, ea. 


«. Hiſtory. of this Command; which. Argus 
ments 4 really think of great Weight and 


Validity * And here, therefore, he adds 


(expreſely) only what Woe ou 15 his my 
"2 * . 1 : 
But this, the Doctor Pa” ag us, « ** no. pg 


ss culiar Advantage to boaſt, nothing that 
could remove Abraham's Doubt 1 the 


Author of the Command to deprive. his 
1 Son of Life, unleſs God, at the ſame time 


that he gave it, ſatisfied him not only of 

« the Deſign with which it was given, but 
_ «© moreover. how the Affair would end.” 
Which Objection, ; I think, is more aſtoniſh- 
ing, almoſt, than any other part of his Dis- 
cCourſe. For that le underſtood. that 
| his Son, at the worſt, was not to lie longer 


in the State of Death than the Son of God 
himſelf (over whom Death hath. no Bomi- 


nion) would, is as plain, both 3 in Mr, War- 

burtums Diſſertation in the Divine Legation, 
and in his Anſwer to Dr. Stebbing, as the 
plaineſt Words can poſſibly make any thing k. 

Bobs: what ' is dne, * mou nde aks 
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* D&S Divine Leger, p P- b. 519. i. e P. 119. 


P. 122. 
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hl of bis Diſſertation, thas 
expreſſed himſelf; after ſaving and reſerv- 

| © ing to ourſelves the Benefit, of all thoſe Ar- 
_ _  <-guments hitherto, brought to ſupport. the 
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this Stjotion,”.; is * very Man, who, in 


Effect, gives this Anſwer 5. it by objecting 


ſo ei againſt Mr, Warburton's Inter pre- 
tation becauſe it leſſens the Temptation of 


the Command: For the only way he could 
ſuppoſe it to leſſen the Trial was by Abra- 


bam's having been made acquainted with the 


Defign; which wöuld lead him to conclude 


that T/aac could. not remain under the Power 


of! the Crave: © EDT 


The laſt thing the Doctor does; and the 
oily" thing: he does effeQually, is to tell his 
Reader that he has executed what he pro- 
poſed, and ſhewn that Mr. Warburton's In- 
ter pretation is either falſe, or of no Uſe, In 


Imitation of him, tho' I hope to better Pur- 
Purpoſe, I ſhall briefly recapitulate what I 


have performed in my True State of the Con- 


froverſy between Mr. Warburton and Dr. 


Stebbing concerning the Caſe of Abraham 


. Juſtified ; and in this Anſwer to Dr. Ruther- 


lh. The ſhort Sketch I drew at the En- 


trance of the firſt of theſe Tracts of Mr. War- 
Burton's Proof of his Interpretation of the 
mentioned Caſe, plainly exhibited it ſtanding 
on ſome other Supports beſides thoſe which 
are placed in his Senſe of that Text in St. 
Jobn, that Dr. Stebbing, in his Hiſtory of A- 
draham juſtified, repreſents as the main Evi- 
dence, nd Dr. Rutherforth, in the Piece now © - 
| examined, ar a6 _ dares s firſt Per- 


formance 
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| ſhewed that he proved his Allegation by ſuch 
Scripture © to be that very Noſe of Wax the 


Articles of Faith and Religion to ſpeak the 


Is 1 Place where it ſtood, or where 
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Objection turned) every Argument by which 


the Deductions he drew: from them, ſtood 
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formanee on "YE Subject; as the neceſſary and 
only Foundation of it, And therefore even 
that rude Draught alone is enough to ſhame 
the Cauſe; and confute both its Advocates. 
I expoſed the learned Archdeacon's moge 
ol moſt ridiculous Pretence; that Mr. War- 
burton had given up one Part of his Theſis, 
when he was endeavouring to defend it. And 


Reaſons, as, if good, would make the holy 
Papiſts make it: By ſuch as might force our 


Language of the Council Ts Trent; and even 
ae the Bible and Karben into one an- 
| o Fs 
$4 Sade; ond. cotifuted! feither diredly i in 


that was not neceſſary, in ſome other Place 
where I had Occa ſion to give the true Senſe 
ol that Paſſage of Scripture on which the 


he endeavoured to confute the other Part 
of Mr. Warburton's Theſis. © I did not in- 
deed Always trouble my ſelf or Reader with 
every 2 employed to ſupply his want 
of Weight; by Number. For What I un- 
dertook to ſhew was, that all Mr. Mar- 
. burton's:: Proofs of bis Interpretation, and 


tm, and unimpaired by the utmoſt Effor 
of his Adverſary. And this, I think, I have 
diſcharged, 


3 0 


80 VVVVWWW LL - 
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ay ff 


, diſcharged, i I ſhould have left to the 
Readers own Obſervation, had I met with 


that Candor from ſome, which a Man who 
writes only fot the Sake of Truth and Reli; I 
ion has Reaſon to expect from all. 
Dr. Stebbing is certainly a very learned 
Man, and is particularly famed for his great 


skill and Experience in the Art of Diſput- 


which Opinion I profeſs, and always 
TS to have, tho' Mr. Warburton indeed 


thinks him the moſt contemptible Reaſoner 
that ever was. But if a Man had the Abili- Sp 


ties of an Angel, as they could not make a 


bad Cauſe a good one, fo neither could they 


make a bad Defence of it a good one. And a 
good Defence of a bad Cauſe would not be 


an Excellence in Dr. Stebbing which I ſhould 


envy him, how much ſoever 1 admire him. 
In a Word therefore, I thought I had a 


Right, as one profeſſing Letters, to examine 
the Weight of his Logic, and that it was my 
Duty, as a Divine, to oppoſe what was inju- 


rious to an Interpretation, which, in my Opi- 


nion, does Honour to the ſacred Scriptures. ' 


But let the Doctor's Arguments be what 


| they would, his Character in the learned 


World, and the Church, demanded a ſuitable 


| Reſpe&: And this I endeavoured to ſhew 
Ned. And if any thing eſcaped me incon- 


ſiſtent with that Regard, I hereby heartily 
retract it. And as a Proof that I was not diſ- 
"NF" „ 


LY 


poſed. 90 offend again in the like kind, I offer 


the preſent Diſcourſe in Anſwer to Dr, 
W e to the Reader 8. Confiderati- 
on, where I have with as much Civility 
as Brevity, confuted - his falſe Reaſoning, 


ſhewn it to diſagree with Antiquity, Scrip- 


ture, and common Senſe; nay even with 


2 that eſtabliſhed Syſtem of old orthodox The. 


ology which he takes ſo much Pride to be the 


"profeſſed Defender of. That almoſt all his 
Arguments are borrowed: from Dr. Stebbing, ö 
+, which having been before expoled, needed 

very little trouble to ſet them in A true 
| Sogn 3 


In a Word, che apt Difficulty that now 


remains is, that two ſuch Writers of Credit as 
Dr, Stelling and Dr. Rutherforth, and ſo ſin- 
_ cerely attached as they are to the Intereſts of 
Revelation, ſhould ever take it into their 


Heads to write againſt an Interpretation that 
affords ſo noble and ftriking a Proof of the 


Connexion and Dependance between the 


Jewiſh and Chriſtian Religion; and eſpeci- 


ally that they ſhould write againſt it with ſo 
much Acrimony and Reſentment. 


Did the Author of it deſerve this Ulage 


for ſaying, that in the common Interpreta- 


tion (which we all know is.2 merely human 


one, and he hath ſhewn to be a wrong 


one) there were unſurmonntable Difficulties 


thrown ! in the way by Freethinkers and Un- 
valievers? Happ y would it be tor us if this 


as 
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was the only inks „ of a Scrip 


tute Fact that did afford ſuch Advantages to 
the common Enemy. But this is not to be 
expected. We ought rather to admire and 
' adore the Providence of God, that there are 
ſo few Difficulties as we find thers are. Thoſe. 
Which Mr. V arburton ſpeaks of have Place 


only in the hitherto received Interpretaion of 
this Text. And by removing this falſe Foun- 
dation of them, he has given the Infidels a 


| freſh Occaſion to reflect on a Truth they are ' ö 
difficultly brought to learn; that theſe, Dif. 


ficulties ariſe rather from their Ignorance and 
ee than from any Defects i in the Books 


The Difficulties ariſing from the common 


2 Interpretation were not ſuch indeed as af- 
fected our Faith: Vet the Solution of them 


ariſing from Mr. Warburton's gives a new. 


and ſtriking Confirmation of the Din, of 
| the Moſaic Writings. | 


On the whole therefore 1 think my time 


8 extremely well employed and agreeably to 
my ſacred Function, in taking off the falſe Co- 
lours which its laſt learned and i ingenious Ad- 


verſary had laid on the Face of vulgar Error, 
impoſing, for ought 1 KNOW, as well on him- 


felf as his Reader, 
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